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REMARKS 

Based on the above amendment and the following remarks, applicants respectfully submit 
that all the pending claims are in condition for allowance. 

Sl atusofthe Claims 

Claims 1-2, 4-18, 21-22, and 24-33 were pending. Claims 1-2, 4-5, 8-9, 21-22, 24-25, and 
2S-32 have been canceled. Claims 6, 10-12, and 26, have been amended. No additional claims 
have been added. Claims 6-7, 10-18, 26-27, and 33 are therefore pending. 

Claims 6, 10-12, and 26 have been amended into independent form. The claim scopes are 
unchanged by these amendments. 

R ejections nndcr 35 USC S 103 

Qaims 1-2, 4-5, 8-9, 21-22, 24-25, 28-29, and 30-32 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C, § 
103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 5,592,058 (Archer) and U.S. Patent No. 
6,215,261 (Becerra). These claims have been canceled. 

A JIowable Subject Matter 

Claims 13-18 and 33 were allowed. Claims 6, 7, 10-12, and 26-27 w^e objected to as 
bcdng dependent on a rejected base claim, but were indicated to be allowable if rewritten in 
independent fonn. Applicants have accordingly amended claims 6, 10-12, and 26 into independent 
form, incorporating the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. Claims 7 and 27 
depend from cl^ms 6 and 26. These claims are in condition for allowance. 

C onclusion 

In the course of the foregoing discussions, applicant may have at times referred to claim 
limitations in shorthand fashion, or may have focused on a particular claim element. TTiis 
discussion should not be interpreted to mean that the other limitations can be ignored or dismissed. 
The claims must be viewed as a whole, and each limitation of the claims must be considered when 
determining the patentabihty of the claims. Moreover, it should be understood that there may be 
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other distinctions between the claims and the cited art which have yet to be raised, but which may 
be raised in the future. 

If any fees or time extensions are inadvertently omitted or if any fees have been overpaid, 
pLsase appropriately charge or credit those fees to Conley Rose, P.C. PTO Deposit Account No. 
03-2769 (1391-30102) and enter any time extension(s) necessary to prevent this case from being 
abandoned. 




Daniel J. Kruege 
PTOReg.No.72,271 
Conley Rose, ^.C. 
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(713) 238-8000 (Phone) 
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